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REMARIKS 

Claims (nuinbered) 1 through 32 inclusive were:examined and re_ 
maiidd March 22, 2005. Amendments are presented above and the claimjs 
the case. 
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I adhesive SO (for securing dn outer surface of flow 
53:i,b are shown (addressing that portion of the drawing) 
constraining the axial extent of Ae adhesive and protectijng 
' it teraction with the adhesive. These items S3a,b ( and 
-s eparation barriers". 



ail 



I 

inclusive remain in 
I It is usefiily 
Figuj^ 2b shows 
bloclc. Bairiers 
of cojitaining or 

i 

sample from any 
termed "adhesive-i 



labo 



flow cell 



to 



described 



REJECTIONS per 

The rejectit^n 
flow tubing and 
portion of the 
tubinjg to the flow 
adhesive separatioiji 
sepaiiation barrier 
outside of, and out 

the stiructure 

j 

the flpw ceil, per 
Applicant believes 
that ihere semantic 
attac&ed to the i 
clainis. 

Notice that 
ciyogcnic 
environment of the 
room temperature 
vessdl 6 has no 
an adhesive for 



lenviromient 



VARIAN, INC. 



NO. 0560= P. 10 



DOCKET NO.: 03-05 VS 



is physically at issue, 
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on Marek, of record, does not concern a structure 
utilizes an adhesive to structurally bind that sample 
Consider that the "connector for fluidically 
^ell" has been identified by the Examiner with items 3 
barrier was identified with Marek col. 6, lines 16-20 
be found in Marek aside from the location of Marek 
ofcontact with the fluid sample. This identification 
in the claims. Amendment is presented herein to 
as that conduit having a surface in contact with the 
that the Examiner has treated the entire Marek 
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adhesive for constrluction 
Marek at col. 6, lines 
formed by Marek' s 
sample in Marek's 
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of Marek's radiation shieid(s) from rods and 
16- 20 and ante. The radiation shield is entirely wi 
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Wand does no mort 
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to Marek does not cure (he deficiency of Marek 
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